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Sirategic F orces’

Following are excerpts from Presid
dent Corter’s address yesterday to the

tion: . .
I want, fu-st ot‘ all to commend and

endorse the theme of this convention:
the defense of the First Amendment

- Liberty of “expression is our most
fmportant civil right, and the. freedom
of the press is its most important bul-]
wark. We can never afford to grow
complacent about the First Amend-
ment. On the contrary, we must ac-
tively protect it always.::: - '

The Armerican press has ~ grown
enormously since our nation's early
days-—not. only. in" size and-.breadth,
but in its conception of its own’ dutles
and responsibilities. The -highest..of:
those duties ix tag’inform the public on”
the important 1§sues of the day. And
no issue is more-important-than the
one I want to ‘discuss with you-today-
-—~the control of nuclear arms. *R

Each generation of Americans faces*
f chmce that defines its character—a
choice that is also-important for what
it says about our- natxons outlook on
the world.- . & 51,0 T Y

In the commg months, we w111 al-
most certainly be faced with such a
choice: whether to accept ‘or.to reject
a uew strategic arms limitatipn trealy
[SALT]. The decision we make™ will
profoundly affect. our lives—and the
lives of people all’ over the world—-for
years to come, - -~ -

We face” this’chmce from a’ positlon
of strengtb—-as the - strongest.- nation
on’ - earth-—polltically, economically
and militartly i3’ . We have-acapacity
for.leadership_in the world" that sur
passes that of any-other nations; iy

“That leadership imposes manyrre-
sponsibilitias upon us, but our noblest:
daty Is to. use our strength' to-serve:
our highest intarest: the building of a
secure, stable and peaceful world .- .|

-In our relations with the Soviet Un-
ion, the- poasibi]ity of mutual- annihila-
tion makes “a-strategy ‘of peace: the~
only rational choice for both-sides:. . ...

As the Congress and the American
‘people  consider—the- "SALT -treaty
which is now nearly complete« the de-
hate will centzr aroundm {Pﬂ"z Pasﬁc
questions .“.'."L:,"., 5 R B b

First, why.do_we . need Ja strategic
‘arms limitation tfeaty? ...\ 5. il

We need it because it will contrib-

our ownziational securify. -2
Approved For

ute to-a more-peacet'u1— world——and t

Today, we and the Soviet Union
with sharply different world outlook
and interests, both have the ominou
destructive power literally to destro
each other as a functioning . society,

- killing. tens of millions. of ‘people in
the process, And comrmon sense tells
us—as it tells the Soviet Union—that
we- must work: to. . Iake our competi-
tion less dangerous, less burdensome,
and 1éss likely to . brmu the- ultimate
horror of nuclear war: ., s
" Indeed, the entire world has a Vital

Interest in controlling* the- strategxc
arms race.’. Y

" We have - consulted clo y With our

allies, who "count on us not only to

maintain strong military forces to ‘off-

© set Soviet military power, but also-to

manage successfully :a .stable. Fast-|.

“West: relahonshxp» -SALT . is.7at. .the;
heart of both ‘these- crucial  efforts,
,That .is .why the leaders of France,
:Great Britain, the Federal Republic of
iGermany, Canada and other nations
“have -voiced their- support for .the
remerging Treaty, -~ -
.+> Some: nations which have 50 far
-held back from building nuclear weap-
ons- will . he strongly : influenced by-
whether the two nuclear. superpowers
vmll_ restrain our own weapons. Rejec-
tion"af the new strategle arms treaty
would seriously undermine the effort
to control proliferation.., of . these-
‘deadly Jweapons., And nothmd would
~nore’ surely damage our: othercntical
L etforts’ in” arms . control  inifid s
Axr‘*overwhelming ‘majortty--of’the
American peoples; re«*ognize the: ’need
- for SALT-II.. Our.people. want and:ex-
pect’ continued step-by‘step progress
toward bringmg huclear weapons. un-
der ‘¢ontrol. ‘Americans'will support a
‘reasoned increase in:our-defense- - ef-
: fott, but we do: niot wantia wholly"un:
‘ gaecessary return to the Cold War and
-an..all-out. arms race;: Iwith . vastly
:greater- - risks ~and “codts " Through
rstrength we want world. ‘peacel, ik
“Let'meturn to the second question,
~how SALT II is related to -our gver-.,
all defense strategy. Su FhT
we.TRE Strategic forces of the United
States and: the Soviet Union ‘today: are
Jessentially ‘equivalent.: “They have
larger and more numerous land. basad
nissiles. We have a larger-number of ;
‘warheads, .and ‘significant technologif
cal and. geographlcal advantages.’ v 3
‘Each . sidex has- the will and: the
means~to~prevent the .Other’ from

';.a‘s The SALT Ir agreement “will’ slow

s Under tha agreement,’ the twa sxdes

‘achieving, Superiority. Neither side is

in a“bosition to exploit its nuclear
weapons for politieal purpases, nor to
use strategie weapons without facm'f
almost certain suicide. - . e
" What causes us.concern is. not t;he
current balance but the momentum of
thre Soviet strategic buildup. Over the
past decade, the Soviets have steadily-
Increased their real defense spending,
.while ours has had a net decrease. In
‘ardas not limited by SALT I, they.
have launched ambitious programs to
strengthen their strategic forces, At
-some future- point, they could achieve
"a strategic advantage-—unless we alter
these trepds. -« - .+, RE
That is. exactly what 1' intend to du
“——with the support of the Armerican
-people and the bxpartxsan Support ai

Conuress. S R KOt L S
- We must move- on two fronts at the*«
same time: < Cag

- First, within mutually accepted hm-
1ts we must modernize our own stra-
tegic forces. Along with the strength-
ening of \'-\TO, -that i3 a tentral
purpose of the Increased: defense
budget I , have subrmtted to the
‘Congress. . .. (77
© Second, we must place more strm-
- gent limits on the. arms race- than are
_Pbresently imposed by SALT 1. That
“is the purpose of the SALT IT treaty...

- The defense budget I have submit<
ted will ensure-that our nuclear force
~continues to be essentially eqmvalent
' to that of the Soviet Unien. -, £ s-v1.5]

‘the. growth of Soviét -srms’and.limit:
“the strategie competition, and by help-
“ing to. define future- threats. we might
.face, SALT 1I_ will ‘make our"defens&a
plan‘nmg more effective. vt il

twill_be-lmited to equal numbers of
strateuic launchers for the first.time,.
“ending the Soviet numerical advan-
taﬂe permitted in SALT I, ., «¥xd

SALT IF will also impose. the first’
“Hmited but-important restraints on.
the race'to build’ new systems and im-,
‘ prove ' ‘existing ° ones—-the socalled
w“qualitative" armsrace, . .Y

Let me turn now tothe third of the,
four questions . .. How can we know |
-whether the Soviets are living up to-
their- obligations . under this SALT:
“agreement? -We are confident that"
‘1o significant violation of the treaty’]
“eould take-'place vnthout the Unitéd
States deteeting it. :

: Our ¢o @Rﬁéﬁ.ﬁ)ﬁxe_,venﬁabmty
of ‘the ‘a reement. derives from..the
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